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I imagine phallocentric reality to be the space and figures and motion which 
constitute the foreground, and the repetitive uneventful activities of women to 
constitute and maintain the background against which this foreground plays.  It 
is essential to the maintenance of the foreground reality that nothing within it 
refer in any way to anything in the background and yet it depends absolutely 
upon the existence of this background (Marilyn Frye cited in Rose, 1993, p. 5) 
 
The Global Gender Gap Report, produced by the World Economic Forum (WEF) seeks 
to quantify the extent of disparities based on gender in four key areas ± health, 
education, economy and politics ± in over 100 countries across the globe.  In its 11th 
edition published in 2016, the report concluded that no country in the world has fully 
closed its gender gap (WEF, 2016). This report is useful in so far as it provides 
quantitative indicators of the attainment gap between men and women in the four 
identified areas but it does not seek to unpack the very meaning of gender, nor does it 
seek to problematize the concept of µJHQGHUHTXDOLW\¶DVDQHFHVVDU\ or desired state. 
Our inspiration for editing this special issue of Tourism Culture and Communication on 
gender and tourism stems from a recognition of what we would argue is the lack of 
sufficient coverage and theoretical depth to current discussions of gender within 
tourism research. It is of course commonly recognized that gender is a complex 
concept which cannot be understood based simply on deterministic biological 
differences between men and women. The World Health Organization (WHO) defines 
gender as socially constructed characteristics of both women and men (WHO, 2015).  
Gender is also culturally and politically contingent and is therefore ¶SHUIRUPHG¶
differently across space and time. Indeed, the performative nature of gender has long 
been articulated by noted feminist theorists such as Judith Butler (1988) and by 
academics like West and Zimmerman LQ WKHLU VHPLQDO DUWLFOH WLWOHG µ'RLQJ *HQGHU¶ 
(1987).  That gender is a social, cultural and political construct, rather than an innate 
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quality of a persRQ¶VELRORJLFDOVH[UHVXOWVLQVHYHUDOFULWLFDOLQWHUURJDWLRQVRIWKHQDWXUH
of gender performances and their effects on both women and men.   
 
While not occluding the role of biology and its link to culture, gender can be said to be 
FRQVWLWXWHGWKURXJKVRFLDOLQWHUDFWLRQVDQGDVVXFKVHUYHVDVDµSRZHUIXOLGHRORJLFDO
GHYLFHZKLFKSURGXFHVUHSURGXFHVDQGOHJLWLPDWHVFKRLFHV¶:HVWDQG=LPPHUPDQ
1987:147). Although the broad area RI µJHQGHU VWXGLHV¶ LQFRUSRUDWHV D YDULHW\ RI
different research streams, due to the historic and continued oppression of women 
within largely patriarchal societies, much of the academic discourse on gender has 
been developed and articulated through the lens of feminist scholarship (Hall, Swain 
and Kinnaird, 2003; Aitchison, 2005). Feminist scholarship is itself heterogenous and 
over time has become underpinned by varying philosophical conceptualizations of the 
nature of [masculinist] human (and non-human) existence, realities, interactions and 
interconnections within the context of a complex social world.   Many feminisms have 
therefore emerged but are generally clustered into what are termed in an historical 
sense DVWKUHHµZDYHV¶ ± feminist empiricism, standpoint feminism and post-structural 
feminism respectively (see for example Code, 2000; Figueroa-Domecq et al, 2015 for 
further discussion of each of these waves). There have of course been many criticisms 
of this rather linear conceptualization of feminist thought as it seeks to suggest that 
there are no intersections or continuities between and among the various waves, that 
each wave represents an advancement on the previous one and importantly this 
historicity is quite specific to Western contexts (Browne, 2014).   
 
Today it is recognized that there is no universal definition of feminism and the question 
that seems more pertinent is for what purpose is feminist knowledge and scholarship?  
The aim of feminist theorizing is to achieve political and social change, not just in the 
conscious and material circumstances of women but also in the relationship between 
men and women in society, recognizing that they are inextricably linked as intimated 
in the quote from Marilyn Frye at the beginning of this introduction. That is, there is a 
fundamental political emancipatory project which underpins much of feminist 
scholarship. Yet, gHQGHUVWXGLHVDUHRIWHQVDLGWREHDERXWZRPHQ¶Vproblems, thus 
failing to acknowledge the complex LQWHUVHFWLRQVEHWZHHQµPHQ¶VDQGZRPHQ¶VVSDFHV
DQG WKHG\QDPLFVRI JHQGHU UHODWLRQV¶ .RODZROH  S   Further, relations 
between men have been observed to be also gendered (Rotman and Savulis,2003). It 
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is surprising therefore that Issues of masculinity are often elided in tourism studies on 
gender (Pritchard, Morgan, Ateljevic and Harris, 2007) although a recent book length 
publication by Thurnell-Read & Casey (2014) has sought to partially address this 
lacuna.      
 
The leisure studies literature, which bears a strong family resemblance to tourism 
VWXGLHVKDVEHHQH[SORULQJZRPHQ¶VSDUWLFLSDWLRQDQGFRQVWUDLQWVLQOHLVXUHWKURXJK
significant empirical projects since the latter half of the 1970s (Aitchison, 2005).   In 
2013, Karla Henderson and Heather Gibson published an integrative review of 
research and publications on women and leisure (which synthesised four separate 
reviews they had undertaken from 1980 to 2010) and concluded that most of the 
studies used qualitative methods and could be divided into seven broad themes, 
including resistance and empowerment through leisure, feminist frameworks, family, 
psychical and mental health and social inclusion. However, in tourism studies, it is 
generally agreed that serious academic interrogations of gender emerged only in the 
early-1990s, much later than they did in other fields of study (Aitchison, 2005).   Noted 
publications in the decade of the 1990s include the text by Kinnaird & Hall (1994) titled 
µ7RXULVPDJHQGHUDQDO\VLV¶WKHDUWLFOHE\9HLMRODDQG-RNLQHQRQWKHµ%ody in 
tourism¶ DQGWKHVSHFLDOLVVXHRI$QQDOVRI7RXULVP5HVHDUFKRQµJHQGHU LQWRXULVP¶
edited by Swain (1995). In 2003 another special issue on tourism and gender appeared 
in the journal Tourism, Recreation Research (Hall, Swain and Kinnaird, 2003) which 
RIIHUHGUHIOHFWLRQVRQWKHµJHQGHUDJHQGD¶ (p. 7) and concluded that µWKHUHis still much 
to debate and contest at the interface of gender and tourism to further our 
XQGHUVWDQGLQJRIWRXULVPSURFHVVHV¶S 
 
More recently, Munar et al (2015) published a report on the gender gap in tourism 
studies (which focused on key leadership indicators in the tourism academy including 
journal editorship) and concluded that women are under-represented in leadership and 
gatekeeping positions. Figueroa-Domecq et al. (2015) undertook an exegesis of the 
µVWDWH RI WKH DUW¶ RI VFKRODUVKLS RQ WRXULVP DQG JHQGHU DQG determined that while 
research in this area has increased in the last three decades, it remains marginal within 
the wider context of enquiry of and about tourism.  In their review, they found that most 
of the research in this area adopted quantitative methodologies with the key topics 
grouped into four broad categories ± gendered tourists, gendered hosts, gendered 
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labour and theory, research and education. Importantly, they argue that gender 
UHVHDUFKLQWRXULVPLVµGLVDUWLFXODWHGIURPZLGHUIHPLQLVWDQGJHQGHUDZDUHLQLWLDWLYHV
and lacks the critical mass of research leaders, publications, citations and multi-
institutional networks which characterise other tourism sub-ILHOGV¶(2015, p.87).      
 
The continued failure of gender research in and about tourism to engage sufficiently 
with wider theoretical discussions taking place in other disciplines and fields of study 
LVH[HPSOLILHGE\WKHSROHPLFVVXUURXQGLQJZRPHQ¶s rights and human rights.  Gender 
UHVHDUFKJHQHUDOO\ UHJDUGV WKHVWUXJJOH IRUZRPHQ¶V ULJKWVDV LQVHSDUDEOH IURP WKH
VWUXJJOHIRUKXPDQULJKWV7KLVQRWLRQLVRIWHQDUWLFXODWHGDVµ:RPHQ¶VULJKWVDVKXPDQ
ULJKWV¶ EXW Ze have found no in-depth theorization of this link within the tourism 
literature. In an interesting and insightful discussion Nayak (2013) problematized the 
FRQFHSWXDOL]DWLRQ RI ZRPHQ¶V ULJKWV DV KXPDQ ULJKWV DV HLWKHU OHDGLQJ WR DQ
acceptance of a homogenizing universalism or cultural relativism.  Nayak wrote that: 
It is alleged that feminists calling for universal human rights base their claim to 
ULJKWV RQ D :HVWHUQ ZKLWH PLGGOH FODVV ZRPHQ¶V SHUVSHFWLYH«FXOWXUDO
relativists charge that the essentialist position taken by many feminists is merely 
another instance of Western values and norms being imposed on non-Western 
countries in an imperialistic and neo-colonial manner  (2013, p. 85-86).   
 
6WXGLHV ZKLFK IRFXV RQ WKH µOLEHUDWLRQ¶ DQG µHPSRZHUPHQW¶ RI ZRPHQ LQ WKH µ7KLUG
:RUOG¶WKURXJKIRUH[DPSOHFRPPXQLW\EDVHGWRXULVPSURMHFWVDQGZULWWHQ from the 
perspective of Western women researchers often fail to consider cultural and historical 
specificities and moreover do not often seek to unpack the colonial nature of 
developmental models. In this regard, Arnfred (2004) argues that one of the areas in 
ZKLFK µFRORQLDO FRQWLQXLWLHV are still alive and kicking is in gender and development 
GLVFRXUVH¶ S 6KH FRQWHQGV WKDW LQ DQ $IULFDQ FRQWH[W UHIHUULQJ WR µIHPDOe 
VXERUGLQDWLRQ¶ LV IDU WRR VLPSOLVWLF DQG JHQHUDOO\ PLVOHDGLQJ  +RZHYHU WKHVH
UHSUHVHQWDWLRQVRI$IULFDQZRPHQDVGRZQWURGGHQDQGRYHUZRUNHGµEHDVWVRIEXUGHQ¶
DVYLFWLPVSURYLGHVOHJLWLPDF\WRµFRQFHUWHG:HVWHUQHIIRUWVWRFRPHWRWKHLUUHVFXH¶
(p. 12). While Arnfred admits that in gender and development discourse, the 
µYLFWLPL]DWLRQ¶RI$IULFDQZRPHQ LV LQFUHDVLQJO\EHLQJTXHVWLRQHGDQGFULWLFL]HG WKLV
QHYHUWKHOHVV IDLOV WR GLVUXSW WKH FRQWLQXHG SHUVLVWHQFH RI WKH µRWKHULQJ¶ RI $IULFDQ
women.  
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AccoUGLQJ WR &KDQGUD 0RKDQW\ µXQLYHUVDO LPDJHV RI WKH µ7KLUG :RUOG ZRPDQ¶ WKH
veiled woman, chaste virgin, etc) ± LPDJHVFRQVWUXFWHGIURPDGGLQJµWKH7KLUG:RUOG
GLIIHUHQFHWRµVH[XDOGLIIHUHQFH¶± are predicated upon (and hence bringing into sharper 
focus) assumptions about Western women as secular, liberated, and having control 
RYHUWKHLURZQOLYHV¶S7KLVGLFKRWRPRXVFRQVWUXFWLRQRIµ7KLUG:RUOG¶DQG
:HVWHUQZRPHQUHVXOWVLQDSURFHVVRIµRWKHULQJ¶RIWKHIRUPHUDQGIDLOVWRFRQVLGHU
the possibility that the self can only be created by means of the other (Mohanty, 1988).    
Further, in this simplistic binary characterizDWLRQ WKH µ7KLUG :RUOG¶ ZRPDQ ODFNV
agency.   Returning to Figueroa-'RPHFTHWDO¶V (2015), review of the current state of 
gender research in tourism, it is argued here that in keeping with much of the existing 
VFKRODUVKLSLQWRXULVPWRXULVPJHQGHUUHVHDUFKLVµKHDYLO\$QJOR-FHQWULF¶HOLGLQJWKH
voices of those who do not write, research or who do not have lived experiences in 
English.   Indeed, in the tourism literature, little has been written on the experiences of 
women in Africa, the Caribbean, Latin America, Asia and all the previously colonized 
territories from the perspective of the women themselves.   
 
We go further to argue that tourism gender research has also failed to take sufficient 
account of the complex intersectionalities between gender and a host of identifications 
including race, class, sexuality and age (as argued by post-structural feminists).  
Gender is but one value through which Western, white, bourgeois, heterosexual Man 
ZKDW+DUDZD\GHHPVDVµWKHPDVWHUVXEMHFW¶mediates power, but race, class 
and sexual preference are also equally important (Rose, 1993).   McGirr (2003, p. 65) 
coQWHQGV WKDW µ0DQ¶V KHJHPRQ\ LV GHSHQGHQW XSRQ FHDVHOHVVO\ H[FOXGLQJ DQG
marginalizing women, people of color and homosexuals.¶  7KHWHUPµLQWHUVHFWLRQDOLW\¶
was originally popularized by Kimberley Crenshaw (1989), a noted black feminist, and 
referred to the way in which racial and sexual subordination were inextricably linked. 
An inability to understand the mutually reinforcing relationship between racism and 
sexism, Crenshaw argued, KDG OHG WR WKH VLJQLILFDQW HOLVLRQ RI EODFN ZRPHQ¶V
experiences from both the discourses of feminism and the discourses of anti-racism.   
 
However, the notion of intersectionality has since been extended to include the 
intersections between and among gender and a host of multiple identifications which 
go beyond race. Henderson and Gibson (2013) writing in the context of leisure studies, 
LGHQWLILHG LQWHUVHFWLRQDOLW\DVD µSURPLVLQJSDUDGLJP¶ S IRU WKH IXWXUHVWXG\RI
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gender, women and leisure. What underpins the notion of intersectionality is the idea 
that women are a heterogenous group and do not therefore have the same 
H[SHULHQFHVRIRSSUHVVLRQ  ,QWHUVHFWLRQDOLW\ UHMHFWVHVVHQWLDOLVHGYLHZVRIZRPHQ¶V
experiences and the inherent power implications of such absolutism and instead 
embraces the pluralism and fluidity of identity categories.  Haraway, in advocating what 
VKHWHUPVµF\ERUJIHPLQLVP¶VWDWHd this cogently thus: 
1RQHRIµXV¶KDYHDQ\ORQJHUWKHV\PEROLFRUPDWHULDOFDSDELOLW\RIGLFWDWLQJWKH
VKDSHRIUHDOLW\WRDQ\RIµWKHP¶2UDWOHDVWµZH¶FDQQRWFODLPLQQRFence from 
practising such dominations.  White woman, including socialist feminists, 
discovered (that is, were forced kicking and screaming to notice) the non-
LQQRFHQFHRIWKHFDWHJRU\µZRPDQ¶&\ERUJIHPLQLVWVKDYHWRDUJXHWKDWµZH¶
do not want any more natural matrix of unity and that no construction is whole. 
(2013, p. 157)   
 
Still, while intersectionality is a useful paradigm it does have its detractors who argue 
that recognizing such multiple identifications is counter-SURGXFWLYHWRZRPHQ¶VVWUXJJOH
for equality as it focuses on difference between and amongst women rather than their 
commonalities (chiefly common experiences of oppression in a male dominated world) 
(see Nayak, 2013).  Intersectionality, it is argued, serves to fracture the feminist project 
and weakens its political power to enable change for all women.  Okin (1994) argues 
that while women from different cultural and social contexts might experience sexism 
differently, they still experience sexism (cited in Nayak, 2013).    Further, Haraway 
FDXWLRQVDJDLQVW µODSVLQJLQWRERXQGOHVVGLIIHUHQFH¶SDQGVXUUHQGHULQJ
the job of making real, though partial connections between and amongst women. For 
her part, Siegel (1997) argues that while it is difficult for third wave feminists to VD\µZH¶
it is still vital to the success of the feminist political project.  We argue in this introduction 
that recognizing the differences between and amongst women based on varied 
historical, cultural, social and political contexts is crucial.   There LVQRµRQHVL]HILWVDOO¶
in ZRPHQ¶VOLYHGH[SHULHQFHVQRULQthe development and implementation of strategies 
to enable ZRPHQ¶V HPSRZHUPHQW Adopting such a reductionist approach is, we 
believe, doomed to failure. And we do not see this perspective as inconsistent with a 
recognition of the common struggles that women still face.  Women worldwide can 
work together without negating difference under an essentialist project that portends 
to speak for all women. Indeed, we agree with Friedman who contended WKDWµWRGHILQH
identity solely in terms of gender re-inscribes other forms of oppression by rendering 
WKHP LQYLVLEOH¶ S   It is in this light that we argue for more gender and 
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tourism research to reflect the diverse voices of women from and within Africa, Asia, 
Latin America, and the Caribbean thus breaking the Euro/Anglocentric stranglehold of 
existing research in this, as in many other areas, of tourism scholarship.  
 
In this special issue, Maliva et al seek to do just that.  Their research illustrates the 
extent to which Zanzibari women have agency over their own lives disrupting traditional 
views of African women as victims. They draw on enactment theory to demonstrate 
how Zanzibari women in tourism can challenge, negotiate and resist religious and 
cultural norms through entrepreneurial activities.  In this account, Maliva et al enable 
the voices of Zanzibari women to be heard as they narrate how they make sense of, 
and influence their own environments to create employment opportunities for 
themselves in the tourism industry.  It is in this process of sense-making that new 
meanings and identities emerge for the women.  
 
Further, the contribution by Foley et al focus on women in villages on the Kokoda Track 
in Papua New Guinea and illustrate the way these women negotiate the power 
dynamics as they go about their day to day social interactions in the development of 
sustainable tourism micro businesses. Foley et al agree with our own previously 
articulated view about the need to understand differences in the lived experiences of 
women DQGFODLPLQWKHLUDUWLFOHWKDWµit is essential, to undertake research at the micro 
level that examines feminist issues in the context of specific groups of women to 
provide insight into practice and theoretical development not dominated by western-
FHQWULFUHVHDUFK¶7KH\GUDZRQLQVLJKWVIURPWKUHHWKHRUHWLFDOSHUVSHFWLYHs to explore 
the issue RI ZRPHQ¶V HPSRZHUPHQW LQ the Kokoda villages ± Michel )RXFDXOW¶V
approach to governmentality, Chandra 0RKDQW\¶VSRVW-colonial feminist perspective 
and Anthony *LGGHQV¶VWUXFWXUDWLRQWKHRU\Using a participatory approach in which a 
series of workshops were held with women in the villages along the Kokoda track, the 
authors suggest that through the involvement by Kokoda women in a community based 
ecotourism development project they have managed to resist not only the patriarchal 
structures of their communities, but also the dominant neo-liberal capitalist 
construction of the tourism industry.   
 
The gendered nature of employment is a key issue which has preoccupied gender and 
feminist studies for decades. Haraway (2013) borrowed from 5LFKDUG*RUGRQ¶V
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QRWLRQRIWKHµKRPHZRUNHFRQRP\¶WRH[SODLQKRZZRUNZDVUHGHILQHGDVEHLQJµERWK
OLWHUDOO\IHPDOHDQGIHPLQL]HGZKHWKHUSHUIRUPHGE\PHQRUZRPHQ¶S7KLV
feminization of labour has serious implications as it exposes the vulnerability of jobs 
so ascribed, making them easil\ µGLVVDVVHPEOHGDQGUHDVVHPEOHG¶ Haraway 2013, 
p.166). )XUWKHUWKHUHPXQHUDWLRQDQGEHQHILWVDVVLJQHGWRMREVVHHQDVµIHPLQLQH¶KDV
WUDGLWLRQDOO\EHHQORZHUWKDQWKRVHGHILQHGDVµPDVFXOLQH¶7KLVLVLPSRUWDQWIRUWRXULVP
as it has often been argued that the dependence of the tourism industry on human 
resources results in the creation of jobs that are low-skilled, low-paid and part time. 
These jobs are unsurprisingly often carried out by women and within the tourism 
industry there has developed a culture of gendered employment which attributes 
certain job roles as being more appropriate to women (Jordan, 1997).    
 
6LQFODLUDUJXHGWKDWµZRUNLQWRXULVP«LVVWUXFWXUHGDORQJJHQGHUOLQHVDQGJHQHUDOO\
FRQIRUPVWRGRPLQDQWJHQGHUQRUPV¶SIn their bibliometric analysis of full 
research papers published in indexed tourism journals between 1985-2012, Figueroa-
Domecq et al (2015) indicated that of the 466 papers analysed, 59 of these dealt with 
gendered labour and of this total the majority (34) dealt with gender discrimination and 
occupational segregation. It is not clear how many of these papers focused on the non-
English speaking world but given the overall dearth of published research in and of 
tourism which examines these cultural and geographical contexts, it would not be 
unreasonable to discern that the non-English speaking world would be under-
represented in these analyses of gendered labour.   Admittedly, we have seen a few 
recent publications which seek to explore gendered labour in non-English speaking 
contexts in the developing world.  For example, Guimarães & Silva (2016) explored 
the gender wage gap in the Brazilian tourism sector and concluded that there is still 
discrimination as women are less valued than men even when they perform the same 
job roles.     
 
The contribution in this special issue by Costa et al draw on feminist economics to 
examine the gender wage gap in Portugal, considered a peripheral region of Western 
Europe. In this paper, they argue that there are several theories which seek to explain 
the gender wage gap but their paper is different in so far as it adopts an interpretative 
approach, drawing on the narratives of research participants to explore the ways in 
which the gender wage gap is created and maintained. The results of their study reveal 
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several factors which contributed to the gender pay gap in the Portuguese tourism 
industry including horizontal segregation, the continued prominence of men in higher 
hierarchical positions DQGZRPHQ¶s apparent lack of both temporal and geographical 
flexibility. They conclude with several policy recommendations aimed at eliminating the 
gender pay gap.   
 
Cultural geographers like Rose (1993), have argued that spaces are gendered.  Public 
and private spaces (such as the home) are masculinized and feminized respectively 
and thus mirror the gendered power relationships which infuse our social world. 
Dowler, Carubia & Szcygiel (2005) suggested that feminist scholars have argued that 
landscape is a medium through which socially FRQVWUXFWHG µJHQGHU VWHUHRW\SLQJ LV
SHUSHWXDWHG¶2005, p.1).   Interestingly Dowler et al (2005) deepened the discussion 
of gendered landscapes to include the moral dimension.  They contended that: 
Historically landscapes have been exempted from moral responsibility due to 
WKHLULPDJLQHGQDWXUH«LWLVHYLGHQWLQWKHHDUO\VWXGLHVRIODQGVFDSHWKDWWKHUH
ZDVOLWHUDOO\DµORYH¶IRUWKHODQGVFDSH$VWKHFXOWXUDOWXUQKDVSURYHQWKLVZDV
FHUWDLQO\DEOLQGHG ORYHZKLFKZDV µXQVHHLQJ¶RI WKH ODQGVFDSHDVDQ active 
system of oppression (Dowler et al, 2005, p.3) 
 
Dowler et al emphasized this point by arguing WKDWµODQGVFDSHVDUHQRWLQQRFHQWUDWKHU
WKH\DUHWKHSDOHWWHRIDVSHFLILFPRUDODJHQGD¶2005, p.7) and suggested further that 
while much of the literature has focused on the moral landscape, insufficient 
H[SORUDWLRQVKDYHEHHQFRQGXFWHGRQµWKHJHQGHULQJRIWKDWPRUDOLW\¶SIn tourism, 
this concept of the gendered identity of landscape was adapted by Pritchard & Morgan 
(2000) who argued that representations of tourist destinations (for example in 
promotional materials) manifest the gendered nature of landscapes.  In a very general 
sense they suggested that those landscapes in the south and east of the world were 
represented as feminine and sexualized. However hostile environments in the north 
were portrayed as masculine, bleak and rugged.  Pritchard & Morgan surmised that: 
In contrast to the passive, seductive, feminine landscapes of the south and east, 
northern male landscapes are active, wild, untamed and often harsh and even 
penetrative.  Moreover, these wild landscapes are exclusively oriented towards 
the male tourist gaze (2000, p. 897).  
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Two of the articles in this special issue draw insights from this notion of gendered 
landscapes. Yudina et al in their paper focus on the way in which the representation of 
a nature based arctic tourism destination (Churchill, Manitoba in British Columbia) 
reproduces dominant gender stereotypes not only of the landscape itself (as an 
imagined object) but also of the polar bears (non-human subjects) that inhabit this 
landscape.  Using critical discourse analysis of promotional texts, they reveal µKRZ
various representations of polar bear tourism impose hegemonic gender roles onto 
polar bear bodies, which are HPSODFHGZLWKLQDFRQYHQWLRQDOO\JHQGHUHGODQGVFDSH¶  
Importantly they expose the power relationships inherent in these gendered 
representations of the arctic landscape, the polar bears and the polar bear/human 
relationships which result in certain tourism practices. They argue for a questioning of 
these taken for granted gendered representations so that spaces can be created in 
tourism for more equitable practices.     
 
In their contribution, Cassel and Pashkevich also explore arctic landscapes but this 
time the geographical context shifts to Russia. Focusing on the Nenets Autonomous 
District, they use a mix of qualitative methods (semi-structured interviews, observation 
and analysis of online tourism promotional materials) to explore hegemonic masculinist 
UHSUHVHQWDWLRQVRIWKHQRUWKDQGKRZWKHVHERWKµLQIRUPand are challenged by tourism 
and its UHSUHVHQWDWLRQV DQG SUDFWLFHV¶ 7KH\ LQGLFDWH WKDW DPRQJVW WKHVH
representations is that of the artic as being a demanding and risky playground, largely 
the GRPDLQ RI WKH µPDFKR¶ PDOH. Unsurprisingly risk-taking is associated with 
masculinity, and women are normally represented as involved in more sedate activities 
traditionally associated with the private space of the home (such as cooking). Recently, 
Yang, Khoo-Lattimore and Arcodia (2016) undertook a systematic literature review of 
risk and gender research in tourism and defined risk itself as being gendered.   For 
example, ZRPHQ¶VULVNWDNLQJEHKDYLRXULVOLNHO\WREHHYDOXDWHGLQDPRUHQHJDWLYH
way than mHQ¶V DV WKH ODWWHU LV µDVVRFLDWHG ZLWK WKH FRQVWUXFWLRQ RI PDVFXOLQLW\
ZKHUHDV ULVN DYHUVLRQ LV D GHVLUDEOH YDOXH RI IHPLQLQLW\¶ S    This gendered 
representation of risk is certainly evident in the practices and performances of men 
and women in their tourism activities in the Russian arctic, as illustrated in Cassel and 
Pashkevich¶Vcontribution in this special issue. However, their research has identified 
a nascent challenge to these gendered portrayals of these arctic landscapes and 
tourism performances, through the involvement of men in domesticated activities such 
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as cooking and caring for customers.  They caution though that while this LVDµVLJQRI
SRWHQWLDO WUDQVIRUPDWLRQ¶ LW LV RQO\ SDUWLDO DQG KDV QRW WR GDWH VHUYHG WR GLVUXSW WKH
hegemony of masculinist portrayals of, and performances within, the Russian arctic 
tourism landscape.   
 
In summary, the five papers in this special issue have contributed to the critical 
conversations that we urgently need to engage with in order to understand the nature 
of gender relationships in tourism.  They have inspired us to think about gender from 
different theoretical perspectives and from diverse geographical contexts including the 
often neglected Third World.  In our deliberations on the relationship between gender 
and tourism we need to remind ourselves that research is not value-neutral.  Indeed, 
WKH WHUP µSDVVLRQDWH VFKRODUVKLS¶ DFFRUGLQJ WR 0RUOH\  S µEUHDFKHV WKH
DFDGHPLFUXOHRIGLVHPERGLPHQW¶ and as such we firmly locate ourselves in the context 
of critical tourism scholarship which has long ago gone beyond any notion of value 
neutral research.  Our focus on gender and tourism mirrors our own positionality as 
women in tourism and the papers in this special edition reflect the sort of theorising 
that we feel is central to critical tourism scholarship.     
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